1. Introduction {#sec1}
===============

Agriculture and food industries are suffering from major losses as a result of fungal infections and subsequent mycotoxin contamination of crops and feeds by microorganisms during pre and post-harvest ([@bib27]). These toxins are mostly produced by ubiquitous, saprophytic fungal strains belonging to the genus *Aspergillus*, *Fusarium, Aternaria, Claviceps* and *Penicillium*. Mycotoxin food contamination is a worldwide food safety problem with an estimate of about twenty-five percent of world\'s crop annually affected ([@bib13]). Crop infection by these fungi does not only result into mycotoxin contamination but it also leads to a reduced crop yield and quality that hinders the trade markets of many countries. Consumption of food contaminated with mycotoxins does not only affect plants, but also poses a huge risk to both human and animal health. Occurrence of mycotoxin levels in food systems are mostly regulated by legislations and limits in developed countries. Although some developing and underdeveloped countries adopted these regulations, the enforcement remains less due to socio-economic impacts and unacceptable agricultural practises ([@bib53]).

Exposure to mycotoxins occurs mainly through direct consumption of contaminated crops and plant-derived food or mycotoxin metabolites carried over in animal products ([@bib50]). Studies also show that mycotoxins are associated with several health effects such as carcinogenesis, hepatotoxicity, nephrotoxicity, teratogenicity and mutagenicity ([@bib42]). Most researches are focused on mycotoxins of agricultural and health importance including among others fumonisins, zearalones, deoxynivalenol, T-2, aflatoxins and ochratoxins which mostly infect maize, wheat and rice ([@bib1]). Significant exposure to fumonisin B~1~ is suspected to increase the risk of oesophageal cancer, while fumonisins are associated with neural tube defects ([@bib25]). According to [@bib52], commercially produced maize in South Africa is mainly contaminated with *Fusarium verticilloides* during pre-harvest. With maize being a staple diet to most of African countries, there is an increased risk of fumonisin consumption ([@bib5]).

Medicinal plants have been the basis for medicinal treatment through much of human history, and such traditional medicines are still widely practiced today where many people across the world are resorting to these products for treatment of various health challenges in different healthcare settings ([@bib4]). Plants offer excellent perspectives for the discovery of new therapeutic products, some of which can be developed as biofungicides (for prevention of contamination) and nutraceuticals for prevention of mycotoxicosis. These plant-based biofungicides may have low to no toxic effects. Plants are considered to be rich source of secondary metabolites which are pharmacologically active compounds recognised by pharmacologists to have reactions towards sickness. The enormous chemical diversity of plant secondary metabolites presents a valuable resource for possible development of new pharmaceuticals. Several strategies to control mycotoxin contamination both pre-harvest and post-harvest have been applied which include among others the use of atoxigenic fungi/bacteria to control toxigenic fungal strains. Genetically modified crops and synthetic fungicides are also used to control crop contamination by phyto-pathogenic fungi; however, these are expensive to most resource poor farmers ([@bib43]).

Synthetic fungicides application appears to be the most favored method, but due to negative environmental hazards, long degradation periods and toxigenic fungal strains developing resistance to most synthetic fungicides, there is a need for a search of an alternative less expensive and eco-friendly method to control fungal contamination both pre and post-harvest ([@bib7]). Medicinal plants harbor valuable secondary metabolites, which have tremendous biological activities against variety of pathogens and may well prevent oxidation in crops ([@bib40]). The aim of this study is to explore the *in vitro* antifungal and antioxidant activity of selected South African medicinal plants, with the aim of developing a less expensive, easily biodegradable and eco-friendly bio-fungicide that can be used as a possible substitute to synthetic fungicides. The plants used in the current study were selected based on their availability in the National Botanical Garden (NBI) as the identity of the plant is already confirmed. Only leaves were used due to plant conservation consideration.

2. Materials and methods {#sec2}
========================

2.1. Plant collection {#sec2.1}
---------------------

Leaves of twenty-five plant species without symptoms of fungal or bacterial infections were collected from tress growing in the Lowveld Botanical Garden (30˚57ˊ58.16 \" E 25˚26ˊ42.61 \" S Long 30.96800 Lat -2544669) in the Mpumalanga province, South Africa, in March 2016. Mr Willem Froneman (South African National Biodiversity Institute) confirmed the identity of the plants and matched those in the herbarium with voucher specimen numbers reported ([Table 1](#tbl1){ref-type="table"}). The leaves were shade dried at room temperature in a well-ventilated room, pulverised into fine powder and stored in glass bottles in a cool dry place.Table 1Plant species used and their specimen voucher numbers.Table 1Plant speciesFamilyVoucher No.*Acokanthera oppositifolia* (Lam.) Codd.ApocynaceaeGlow179/1986*Apodytes dimidiate* E.Mey ex Arn.MetteniusaceaeGlow 63/1986*Artemesia afra* Jacq. ex Willd.AsteraceaeGlow 27/2010*Brachylaena discolour* DC.AsteraceaeGlow 47/1993*Bauhinia galpini* N.E.Br.FabaceaeGlow 27/1986*Millettia grandis* (E.Mey.) SkeelsFabaceaeGlow 264/1981*Breonadia salicina* (Vahl) Hepper & J.R.I. WoodRubiaceaeGlow 137/1985*Capparis tamentosa* Lam.CapparaceaeGlow 22/1982*Combretum caffrum* (Eckl. & Zeyh.) KuntzeCombretaceaeGlow 92/1997*Curtisia dentate* (Burm.f.) C.A.Sm.CornaceaeGlow 96/1998*Dracaena mannii* BakkerAsparagaceaeGlow 30/1971*Ficus natelensis* Hochst.MoraceaeGlow 87/1975*Harpephyllum caffrum* Bernh.AnacardiaceaeGlow 164/1974*Heteromorpha arborescens* (Spreng.) Charm & Schltdl.ApiaceaeGlow 88/1972*Kirkia wilmsii* Engl.KirkiaceaeGlow 82/1972*Markhamia obtusifolia* (Baker) SpragueBignoniaceaeGlow 16/1994*Maytenus undata* (Thunb.) BlakelockCelastraceaeGlow 157/1986*Mystroxylon aethiopicum* (Thunb.) Loes.CelastraceaeGlow 51/1983*Ricinus communis* L.EuphorbiaceaeGlow322/1988*Solanum aculeastrum* Dunal.SolanaceaeGlow 229/1987*Spirostachys africana* Sond.EuphorbiaceaeGlow 146/1972*Strychnos mitis* S.MooreLoganiaceaeGlow 243/1993*Warburgia salutaris* (G.Bertol) Chiov.CanellaceaeGlow 167/1988*Xylotheca kraussiana* Hochst.AchariaceaeGlow 228/1990*Zanthoxylum capense* (Thunb) Harv.RutaceaeGlow 117/1985

2.2. Extraction {#sec2.2}
---------------

The powdered leaf material (3g) of each plant species was added to 30 ml acetone-AR grade (1:10 w/v) in glass bottles. The bottles were vigorously shaken in a laboratory shaker overnight (Already Enterprise Inc., Taiwan, Model LM-600 RD) at 120 rpm. The resulting supernatant was filtered through Whatman no.1 filter paper and concentrated to dryness using rotary evaporator. Percentage extraction yield of each plant extract was determined by dividing the total extracted mass by dried plant mass used for extraction. Plant extracts of 10 mg/ml concentration dissolved in 30% acetone were prepared for subsequent bioassays.

2.3. Antifungal activity {#sec2.3}
------------------------

### 2.3.1. Selected fungal pathogens {#sec2.3.1}

Freshly prepared fungal cultures of *Aspergillus flavus* (PPRI: 14636), *Aspergillus ochraceous* (PPRI: 6816) and *Fusarium verticilloides* (PPRI: 10148) were purchased from Agricultural Research Council-Plant Protection Research Institute (ARC-PPRI). Dr Adriaana Venter-Jacobs (Agricultural Research Council-Plant Protection Research Institute) confirmed their identities. The fungal cultures were sub cultured from potato dextrose agar (PDA) slants into the plates of freshly prepared Potato dextrose broth (PDB) growth medium.

### 2.3.2. Inoculum preparation {#sec2.3.2}

Sterile distilled water and 0.1% tween-80 spore suspensions were prepared by gently scrubbing the conidia from periphery of actively growing 4 to 5 days old cultures of *Fusarium* and *Aspergillus* respectively. Tween-80 assists with coating *Aspergillus* spores and prevents them from floating in liquid broth media. A full loop of each spore suspension was transferred into 50 ml freshly prepared potato dextrose broth (PDB) and incubated for 3 to 4 days at 30 °C until slight turbidity was observed. A turbid inoculum was gently agitated using a probe sonicator to release the conidia from the hyphae and filtered through sterile autoclaved non-absorbent piece of cheesecloth. The final inoculum was adjusted to approximately 1×10^6^ conidia ml^−1^ using haemocytometer ([@bib38]).

### 2.3.3. Determination of minimum inhibitory concentrations (MIC) and total activity of plant extracts {#sec2.3.3}

Microplate dilution method developed by [@bib8] with slight modifications was used to determine minimum inhibitory concentrations of 10 mg/ml plant extracts against selected phyto-pathogenic fungi. Briefly, 100μl of plant extracts were transferred into the first row of wells in a flat bottom sterile 96 well plate (Merck, RSA) laid with 100 μl autoclaved distilled water. The contents in the wells were serially diluted two fold from wells A to H. Aliquot of 100 μl of quantified inoculum of each fungal strain was added into all the wells. Amphotericin B and 30 % acetone were prepared as positive and negative controls respectively. All the wells were then loaded with 40 μl of 2 mg/ml *p*-Iodonitroterazolium (INT) chloride (Sigma-Aldrich, Germany). The plates were sealed with parafilm and incubated at 30 °C for 24 and 48 hours under 100% humidity. Minimum inhibitory concentration was determined as the lowest concentration of plant extract that inhibits microbial growth after 24 and 48 hours of incubation. The extracts were tested in triplicates. Total activity was calculated by dividing quantity extracted in milligrams from 1g of plant material by MIC value (mg/ml), to determine total activity level of antifungal compounds of each extract ([@bib26]).

### 2.3.4. Mycelial growth inhibition (MGI) study {#sec2.3.4}

The effect of plant extracts on inhibition of fungal mycelia growth was evaluated by using a method previously applied by [@bib45] with slight modifications. Briefly, three biological replicates of varying concentrations of plant extracts and Amphotericin B were added into Potato Dextrose Agar petri dishes during preparation to yield the final concentrations of MIC values (i.e MIC, ½ MIC and ¼ MIC concentrations). The PDA plates without amendments were used as controls for each tested concentration. The discs of 4mm diameter cut from periphery of fresh and actively growing 4--5 days old fungal strains were aseptically inoculated upside down at the centre of all treatments and control set and a drop (10 μl) spore suspensions of all fungal species was pipetted at the centre of the plates. The plates were then incubated for nine days at 30 °C and the mycelial growth diameter was measured after every three days. Percentage MGI was determined from growth diameter using the formula;

Where ΔDc = Average mycelial growth diameter measured at three points on control sets and ΔDt = Average mycelial growth diameter measured at three points in the treatment sets.

2.4. Antioxidant activity {#sec2.4}
-------------------------

### 2.4.1. 2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) radical scavenging activity {#sec2.4.1}

The DPPH radical scavenging activity of acetone plant extracts was determined using the method previously described by ([@bib28]) with slight modifications. Briefly, aliquots of plant extracts were serially diluted two-fold to yield concentrations (1000, 500, 250, 125, 63, 31, 16, 8, 4 μg/ml) in 100 μl of methanol inside 96 well microplate, followed by addition of 100 μl methanol solution of 0.02 mg/ml DPPH (w/v) into all wells. Ascorbic acid (0.5 mg/ml) and methanol were used as positive and negative controls respectively. The plates were then incubated in dark for 1 hr prior to absorbance reading at 517.

### 2.4.2. The 2,2'-azinobis(3-ethylbenzthiazoline-6-suphonic acid (ABTS) radical scavenging activity {#sec2.4.2}

ABTS solution was prepared by dissolving 7mM ABTS and 2mg of potassium persulphate in 3 ml distilled water. The solution was incubated in dark for 16--17 hours. The solution was then diluted 1:60 (v/v) with pure grade methanol. In a sterile 96 well microplate laid with 100 μl methanol, plant extracts were serially diluted two fold to yield different concentrations (500, 250, 125, 63, 31, 16, 8, 4 μg/ml) followed by addition of 100μl methanol solution of ABTS into all the wells. The plates were then incubated in dark for 5 minutes. Ascorbic acid (0.5 mg/ml) and methanol were used as positive and negative controls respectively. The absorbance was measured at 734 nm ([@bib41]).

In both assays (DPPH and ABTS), the percentage of inhibition (IC~50~) were calculated using the formula:

Where, A~t~ equals absorbance of treated sample, A~0~ equals absorbance of negative control. IC~50~ values were determined using Prism pad programme from three experimental replicates.

3. Results and discussion {#sec3}
=========================

The investigated plants varied in their percentage leaf extracts yield. The highest percentage yield of the plant leaf extracts was obtained from *Xylotheca kraussiana* (35.0%), while the lowest was obtained from both *Acokanthera oppositifolia* and *Ficus natalensis* yielding 3.33% ([Table 2](#tbl2){ref-type="table"}). The percentage yields in the crude extracts of these plant species may be proportionately associated with biological compounds responsible for various biological activities such as antimicrobial activity, antioxidant activity and antiproliferative effect ([@bib32]).Table 2Minimum inhibitory concentrations (mg/ml) of twenty-five acetone plant extracts against fungi recorded after 24 and 48 hours incubation periods.Table 2Medicinal plantsExtraction Yield*A. flavusA. ochraceousF. verticilloides*24 hrs48 hrs24 hrs48 hrs24 hrs48 hrs*Acokanthera oppositifolia*3.330.160.631.252.52.52.5*Apodytes dimidiata*17.670.160.161.252.52.51.25*Artemesia afra*16.000.160.780.311.251.252.5*Bauhinia galpini*6.330.160.160.101.250.200.20*Brachylaena discolor*4.330.160.162.52.52.52.5*Breonadia salicina*13.670.160.161.252.52.52.5*Capparis tamentosa*8.670.311.250.312.52.52.5*Combretum caffrum*8.330.160.160.160.630.630.31*Curtisia dentata*12.670.631.25**0.080.08**0.160.16*Dracaena mannii*7.000.310.310.630.632.52.5*Ficus natelensis*3.332.52.50.310.630.310.63*Harpephyllum caffrum*12.330.631.250.781.560.780.78*Heteromorpha arborescens*14.000.632.50.311.251.251.25*Kirkia wilmsii*16.670.160.162.52.52.52.5*Markhamia obtusifolia*7.67**0.080.08**0.160.16**0.080.08***Maytenus undata*8.000.160.16**0.08**0.160.310.63*Millettia grandis*8.000.160.160.200.390.390.78*Mystroxylon aethiopicum*8.670.160.160.310.31**0.08**0.16*Ricinus communis*8.00**0.08**0.160.200.390.390.39*Solanum aculeastrum*7.000.160.160.780.390.260.33*Spirostachys africana*18.670.160.160.160.310.310.31*Strychnos mitis*16.331.251.250.312.50.632.5*Warburgia salutaris*12.000.780.780.130.390.100.20*Xylotheca kraussiana*35.000.780.782.52.50.630.63*Zanthoxylum capense*8.000.780.780.162.5**0.08**0.63**Amphotericin B (mg/ml)0.161.560.161.251.561.56**[^1]

Minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) is the lowest concentration of plant extract that inhibits the fungal growth. In this study, the tested plants showed potent to weak antifungal activities, indicated by varying degrees of colour density in the wells where fungal proliferation is indicated by reduction of yellowish *p*-Iodonitroterazolium (INT) chloride to a reddish coloured formazan. The MIC values ranged from as low as 0.08 to 2.5 mg/ml against tested phyto-pathogenic strains of *A. flavus*, *A. ochraceous* and *F. verticilloides* were observed ([Table 2](#tbl2){ref-type="table"}). As there is no validated endpoint criteria for *in vitro* testing of plant extracts; a proposed classification by [@bib47] was adopted in determining the antifungal activity of the extracts. That is, extracts with MIC\< 0.5 mg/ml were considered strong inhibitors while MIC between 0.5 and 1.6 mg/ml were considered moderate inhibitors and extracts with MIC\> 1.6 mg/ml were considered weak inhibitors. *Aspergillus flavus* had moderate sensitivity to most plant extracts, namely *Acokanthera oppositifolia*, *Apodytes dimidiata*, *Artemisia affra*, *Bauhinia galpinii*, *Brachylaena discolour*, *Breonadia salicina*, *Combretum caffrum*, *Kirkia wilmsi*, *Maytenus undata*, *Milletia grandis*, *Mystroxylon aeththopicum, Solanum aculeastrum* and *Spirostachys africana* with MIC value of 0.16 mg/ml after 24 hr incubation period. *Curtisia dendata, Markhamia obtusifolia* and *Maytenus undata* extracts had good antifungal activity against *Aspergillus ochraceous* with MIC values ranging between 0.08 and 0.16 mg/ml.

Similarly, the MIC values of 0.08 and 0.16 mg/ml were recorded for *M. osbtusifolia* and *C. dendata* respectively against *Fusarium verticilloides*. A noteworthy activity was observed for *M. obtusifolia* extract, with strong antifungal activity against all tested myco-toxigenic fungal strains. The varying sensitivity levels of the tested fungi to varying concentrations of plants extracts can be attributed to the type of the conidia formed as a protective mechanism to the toxicity of plant extracts. External factors such as stress due to application of fungicides, nitrogen fertilizers and environmental factors like temperature, pH and moisture are known to influence the fungal conidia formation ([@bib19]; [@bib37]; [@bib22]). *Ricinus communis*, *Zanthoxylum capense, C. dendata*, *M. obtusifolia*, *M. undata* and *M. aethiopicum* had good antifungal activity*,* with the lowest MIC value of 0.08 mg/ml comparable to the antifungal activity of the antibiotic drug, Amphoteracin B, that had the lowest MIC value of 0.16 mg/ml. These results are corroborating those of other South African medicinal plant species, which exhibited a similar MIC value against other mycotoxigenic fungal strains ([@bib26]), while other plant extracts yielded MIC values as low as 0.02 mg/ml ([@bib23]; [@bib24]; [@bib10]). However, it is important to note that the consensus on antimicrobial agents from medicinal plants is that an extract with MIC value of 0.1 mg/ml in an in vitro assay is noteworthy and may be further explored for possible antimicrobial compounds ([@bib29]).

Total activity of the selected medicinal plants are presented in [Table 3](#tbl3){ref-type="table"}. Extracts of *C. dendata* exhibited the highest total activity yielding 1583 ml/g against *Aspergillus ochraceous*, while *Apodytes dimidiata* exhibited total activity of 1104 ml/g against *Aspergillus flavus*. These results suggest that 1 g of the acetone extract from *C. dentata* can still inhibit the growth of A. *ochraceous* even when diluted with 1583 ml of distilled water ([@bib11]). It is important to note that the total activity is dependent on the solubility of the plant materials in a specific solvent and the activity of such extract on the selected microorganisms.Table 3Total activity in (ml/g) of selected medicinal plants after 24 and 48 hours incubations.Table 3Plant species*A. flavusA. ochraceousF. verticilloides*24 hrs48 hrs24 hrs48 hrs24 hrs48 hrs*A. opposititolia*2085327131313*A. dimidiata***11041104**1417171141*A. affra*205**1000**51612812864*B. galpinii*39639663351317317*B. discolor*27127117171717*B. salicina*854854109555555*C. tamentosa*28069280353535*C. caffrum*521521521132132269*C. dentata*201101**15831583**792792*D. mannii*2262261111112828*F. natalensis*13131085310853*H. caffrum*1969915879158158*H. arborescens*22256452112112112*K. wilmsii***10421042**67676767*M. obtusifolia*958958479479958958*M. undata*500500**1000**500258127*M. grandis*500500400205205103*M. aethiopicum*542542280280**1083**542*R. communis*103500400205205205*S. aculeastrum*43843890179269212*S. africana***116711671167**602602602*S. mitis*1311315276525965*W. salutaris*154154923308**1200**600*X. kraussiana*449449140140556556*Z. capense*10310350032**1000**127[^2]

The antifungal stability of plant extracts against fungal strains of *F. verticilloides*, *A. flavus* and *A. ochraceous* was also evaluated by amending plant extracts into PDA growth media. The extracts varied in the extent of degree of fungal inhibition, inhibiting mycelial growth in a concentration dependent manner (Tables [4](#tbl4){ref-type="table"}, [5](#tbl5){ref-type="table"}, and [6](#tbl6){ref-type="table"}). Extracts of *A. affra*, *C. dendata*, *K. wilmsii*, *M. aethopicum* and *S. aculeastrum* exhibited good inhibition of mycelial growth of *Fusarium. verticilloides* with percentage inhibition values of 46.78, 37.29, 47.17, 41.58, and 38.11 respectively at the highest concentration tested after three days incubation period. Both *A. dimidiata* and *M. aethiopicum* extracts exhibited potent MGI (% inhibition \>10 in all three tested concentrations) against *Aspergillus flavus*, while extracts from *S. aculeastrum* and *B. salicina* yielded potent inhibition of mycelial growth of *Furasium verticilloides* and *Aspergillus ochraceous* respectively.Table 4Percentage mycelia growth inhibition (%MGI) of varying concentrations of acetone extracts on *Fusarium verticilloides*.Table 4Plant name3days6days9 daysMIC0.5MIC0.25MICMIC0.5MIC0.25MICMIC0.5MIC0.25MIC*A. oppstitufolia*19.77 ± 0.6918.50 ± 0.6812.29 ± 0.2030.84 ± 0.6326.66 ± 0.004.99 ± 0.5120.56 ± 0.3311.08 ± 0.002.76 ± 0.53*A. affra***46.78 ± 0.5338.25 ± 0.0529.22 ± 0.8245.77 ± 0.8436.90 ± 0.8427.38 ± 0.0032.29 ± 0.0020.60 ± 0.127.13 ± 0.00***A. dimidiata*16.51 ± 0.1610.05 ± 0.005.29 ± 0.1318.20 ± .0.618.87 ± 0.011.21 ± 0.092.99 ± 0.340.25 ± 0.270.38 ± 0.06*B. discolor*25.30 ± 0.1721.29 ± 0.158.32 ± 0.1628.21 ± 0.8223.71 ± 0.3110.12 ± 0.4022.62 ± 0.7017.17 ± 0.216.27 ± 0.00*B. galpinii*5.14 ± 0.503.08 ± 0.002.65 ± 0.003.02 ± 0.573.14 ± 0.001.06 ± 0.270.46 ± 0.140.77 ± 0.380.83 ± 0.49*B. salcina*19.62 ± 0.256.87 ± 0.212.15 ± 0.1319.53 ± 0.225.51 ± 0.995.02 ± 0.0015.05 ± 0.0014.25 ± 0.506.58 ± 0.07*C. caffrum*6.66 ± 0.002.57 ± 0.563.82 ± 0.276.88 ± 0.0011.37 ± 0.680.38 ± 0.633.33 ± 0.001.26 ± 0.600.27 ± 0.84*C. dendata***37.29 ± 0.8930.40 ± 0.0019.19 ± 1.0024.61 ± 0.0025.28 ± 0.2311.10 ± 0.5818.61 ± 0.008.83 ± 0.237.96 ± 0.58***C. tamentosa*19.02 ± 0.5713.85 ± 0.8520.19 ± 0.0022.06 ± 0.4621.61 ± 0.0819.24 ± 0.2415.83 ± 0.319.13 ± 0.6912.40 ± 0.77*D. mannii*4.12 ± 0.823.91 ± 0.004.37 ± 0.395.94 ± 0.003.74 ± 0.631.74 ± 0.000.40 ± 0.950.16 ± 0.950.35 ± 0.95*F. natalensis*16.20 ± 0.0114.23 ± 0.7411.66 ± 0.545.65 ± 0.668.62 ± 0.305.62 ± 0.630.47 ± 0.000.16 ± 0.540.93 ± 0.74*H. arbroscences*22.61 ± 0.6019.08 ± 0.6417.17 ± 0.9614.59 ± 0.9215.87 ± 0.6312.97 ± 0.589.56 ± 0.867.87 ± 0.0010.77 ± 0.84*H. caffrum*17.73 ± 0.393.44 ± 0.546.86 ± 0.197.36 ± 0.291.27 ± 0.924.30 ± 0.241.32 ± 0.410.77 ± 0.422.08 ± 0.27***K. wilmsii*47.17 ± 0.1736.28 ± 0.0023.89 ± 0.6550.08 ± 0.5333.36 ± 0.1723.03 ± 0.6413.73 ± 0.006.75 ± 0.418.53 ± 0.30***M. aethopicum***41.58 ± 0.1020.66 ± 0.615.92 ± 0.5235.78 ± 0.0414.94 ± 1.002.21 ± 0.2135.90 ± 0.5626.40 ± 0.0017.35 ± 0.00***M. grandis*22.51 ± 0.0019.14 ± 0.5021.33 ± 0.9712.68 ± 1.008.61 ± 0.5913.43 ± .008.45 ± 0.005.17 ± 0.519.12 ± 0.69*M. obstufolia*21.82 ± 0.1215.79 ± 0.0010.47 ± 0.106.04 ± 0.889.72 ± 0.000.50 ± 0.204.34 ± 0.540.79 ± 0.940.31 ± 0.85*M. undata*27.65 ± 0.5816.62 ± 0.2512.66 ± 0.1717.22 ± 0.7610.76 ± 0.646.59 ± 0.654.73 ± 0.540.37 ± 0.760.27 ± 0.17*R. communis*19.06 ± 0.297.62 ± 0.262.70 ± 0.5018.84 ± 0.473.93 ± .302.58 ± 0.3318.12 ± 0.534.10 ± 0.480.79 ± 0.00*S. aculeastrum***38.11 ± 0.1731.97 ± 0.6117.01 ± 0.9034.32 ± 0.1633.71 ± 0.2024.55 ± 0.8029.16 ± 0.4928.87 ± 0.6125.79 ± 0.69***S. africana*8.14 ± 1.005.82 ± 0.006.10 ± 0.696.57 ± 0.673.87 ± 0.774.55 ± 0.670.87 ± 0.451.73 ± 1.001.48 ± 0.56*S. mitis*9.46 ± 0.574.07 ± 0.943.65 ± 0.827.69 ± 0.553.38 ± 0.792.00 ± 0.381.63 ± 0.000.27 ± 0.130.56 ± 0.58*W. salutaris***35.65 ± 0.0015.05 ± 0.044.93 ± 0.4614.61 ± 0.0010.57 ± 0.7310.27 ± 0.095.27 ± 0.517.10 ± 0.002.62 ± 0.43***X. kraussiana*20.01 ± 0.826.87 ± 0.855.73 ± 0.3824.20 ± 0.2913.62 ± 0.605.05 ± 0.514.49 ± 0.620.99 ± 0.750.53 ± 0.51*Z. capense*10.67 ± 0.179.36 ± 0.633.36 ± 0.006.90 ± 0.514.29 ± 0.502.86 ± 0.500.25 ± 0.481.98 ± 0.541.36 ± 0.6**Amphoteracin B66.39 ± 0.6860.92 ± 0.8456.65 ± 0.6255.93 ± 0.0449.01 ± 0.5044.88 ± 0.7149.38 ± 0.5643.43 ± 0.4739.13 ± 0.24**[^3][^4]Table 5Percentage mycelia growth inhibition (%MGI) of varying concentrations of acetone extracts on *Aspergillus flavus.*Table 5Plant Name3days6days9 daysMIC0.5MIC0.25MICMIC0.5MIC0.25MICMIC0.5MIC0.25MIC*A. oppstitufolia*12.29 ± 0.1710.91 ± 0.2110.55 ± 0.006.37 ± 0.683.34 ± 0.333.42 ± 0.082.63 ± 0.210.67 ± 0.791.23 ± 0.54*A. affra*13.62 ± 0.049.57 ± 0.1013.28 ± 0.1611.55 ± 0.2812.33 ± 0.249.50 ± 0.284.66 ± 0.544.85 ± 0.332.50 ± 0.66*A. dimidiata***30.79 ± 0.0026.37 ± 0.5122.70 ± 0.3425.51 ± 0.5623.95 ± 0.3122.36 ± 0.0017.06 ± 0.0015.33 ± 0.5912.99 ± 0.00***B. discolor*8.64 ± 0.1610.67 ± 0.053.75 ± 0.740.13 ± 0.411.50 ± 0.271.47 ± 0.514.12 ± 0.154.30 ± 0.006.50 ± 0.00*B. galpinii*3.00 ± 0.490.08 ± 0.153.55 ± 0.780.40 ± 0.200.57 ± 0.000.94 ± 0.002.21 ± 0.472.23 ± 0.337.71 ± 8.71*B. salcina*5.75 ± 0.071.70 ± 0.972.62 ± 0.190.49 ± 0.250.14 ± 1.001.80 ± 0.613.56 ± 1.060.96 ± 0.560.12 ± 0.48*C. caffrum*13.64 ± 0.2015.23 ± 0.0711.61 ± 0.617.34 ± 0.012.99 ± 0.865.05 ± 0.182.80 ± 0.391.95 ± 0.182.73 ± 0.24*C. dendata*8.35 ± 0.401.72 ± 0.180.72 ± 0.069.13 ± 0.334.87 ± 0.424.19 ± 0.954.72 ± 0.990.41 ± 0.180.26 ± 0.08*C. tamentosa*7.97 ± 0.716.37 ± 0.323.52 ± 0.732.03 ± 0.001.69 ± 0.000.02 ± 0.020.13 ± 0.300.40 ± 0.430.14 ± 0.29*D. mannii*21.04 ± 0.0015.35 ± 0.7714.79 ± 0.2512.41 ± 0.956.99 ± 0.792.38 ± 0.542.97 ± 0.721.92 ± 0.120.86 ± 0.52*F. natalensis*1.86 ± 0.356.55 ± 0.046.24 ± 0.495.14 ± 0.724.43 ± 0.531.06 ± 0.067.24 ± 0.003.36 ± 0.561.78 ± 0.05*H. arbroscences***32.13 ± 0.6528.96 ± 0.9319.90 ± 0.4013.69 ± 0.7410.31 ± 0.1710.29 ± 0.082.28 ± 0.004.11 ± 0.381.45 ± 0.38***H. caffrum*4.73 ± 0.356.19 ± 0.105.49 ± 0.350.91 ± 0.002.21 ± 0.553.18 ± 0.814.97 ± 0.001.08 ± 0.372.43 ± 0.92*K. wilmsii*12.09 ± 0.075.91 ± 0.071.89 ± 0.6119.35 ± 0.792.23 ± 0.090.11 ± 0.394.00 ± 0.564.14 ± 0.380.76 ± 0.09*M. aethopicum***38.15 ± 0.2631.64 ± 0.2125.46 ± 0.3335.52 ± 0.1323.18 ± 0.5616.58 ± 0.0014.73 ± 0.7411.99 ± 0.0015.04 ± 0.68***M. grandis*8.26 ± 0.009.17 ± 0.005.94 ± 0.273.47 ± 0.000.63 ± 0.170.51 ± 0.592.04 ± 0.231.62 ± 0.633.35 ± 0.29*M. obstufolia*18.38 ± 0.195.53 ± 0.267.84 ± 0.388.11 ± 0.280.42 ± 0.000.02 ± 0.337.26 ± 0.246.78 ± 0.577.06 ± 0.07*M. undata*8.35 ± 0.401.72 ± 0.180.72 ± 0.063.55 ± 0.292.56 ± 0.690.79 ± 0.006.51 ± 4.693.73 ± 2.782.68 ± 4.22*R. communis*9.38 ± 0.045.13 ± 0.109.02 ± 0.164.02 ± 0.492.03 ± 0.342.64 ± 0.460.81 ± 0.290.67 ± 0.744.16 ± 0.61*S. aculeastrum*11.40 ± 0.283.77 ± 0.415.59 ± 0.257.02 ± 0.384.00 ± 0.480.58 ± 0.043.63 ± 0.604.49 ± 0.661.28 ± 0.00*S. africana*19.17 ± 0.0713.72 ± 0.1010.94 ± 0.446.57 ± 0.002.14 ± 0.351.18 ± 0.934.48 ± 0.393.93 ± 0.002.14 ± 0.00*S. mitis*11.35 ± 0.117.47 ± 0.801.30 ± 0.847.66 ± 0.151.74 ± 0.491.03 ± 0.661.36 ± 0.510.65 ± 0.370.66 ± 0.17*W. salutaris***29.73 ± 0.5825.71 ± 0.1816.64 ± 0.4011.12 ± 0.0011.88 ± 0.178.40 ± 0.593.07 ± 0.003.78 ± 0.747.16 ± 0.61***X. kraussiana*5.52 ± 0.272.88 ± 0.190.77 ± 0.705.54 ± 0.002.21 ± 0.350.42 ± 0.415.82 ± 0.313.16 ± 0.361.55 ± 0.93*Z. capense*12.54 ± 0.007.66 ± 0.962.57 ± 0.037.25 ± 1.541.63 ± 0.240.22 ± 0.436.15 ± 0.543.10 ± 0.461.70 ± 0.75**Amphoteracin B59.55 ± 0.3155.40 ± 0.0250.29 ± 0.5355.15 ± 0.4852.34 ± 0.3750.74 ± 0.1342.68 ± 0.2941.72 ± 0.6440.22 ± 0.34**[^5][^6]Table 6Percentage mycelia growth inhibition (%MGI) of varying concentrations of acetone extracts on *Aspergillus ochraceous.*Table 6Plant Name3days6days9 daysMIC0.5MIC0.25MICMIC0.5MIC0.25MICMIC0.5MIC0.25MIC*A. oppstitufolia*1.32 ± 0.006.02 ± 0.320.47 ± 0.232.19 ± 0.001.91 ± 0.000.72 ± 0.220.09 ± 0.841.09 ± 0.700.92 ± 0.00*A. affra*18.57 ± 0.4116.19 ± 0.1310.33 ± 0.1518.69 ± 0.689.77 ± 0.051.71 ± 0.3918.89 ± 0.3411.69 ± 0.092.72 ± 0.51*A. dimidiata*4.61 ± 0.393.83 ± 0.000.99 ± 0.322.54 ± 0.003.09 ± 0.141.62 ± 0.0331.21 ± 0.421.50 ± 0.221.18 ± 0.12*B. discolor*13.47 ± 0.008.28 ± 0.005.94 ± 0.457.25 ± 0.513.89 ± 0.001.03 ± 0.5810.94 ± 0.426.59 ± 0.004.10 ± 0.00*B. galpinii*3.38 ± 1.571.23 ± 1.724.04 ± 0.063.41 ± 1.842.79 ± 2.051.33 ± 0.132.41 ± 1.360.85 ± 1.020.24 ± 0.23*B. salcina***26.33 ± 0.7627.19 ± 0.1723.81 ± 0.2325.52 ± 0.6023.50 ± 0.0021.41 ± 0.4016.50 ± 0.9614.53 ± 0.3412.47 ± 0.31***C. caffrum*5.00 ± 0.973.12 ± 0.516.12 ± 0.5010.85 ± 0.127.31 ± 0.388.06 ± 0.003.12 ± 0.000.49 ± 0.305.21 ± 0.64*C. dendata*14.20 ± 0.5110.79 ± 0.0014.14 ± 0.145.58 ± 0.625.57 ± 0.316.67 ± 0.844.29 ± 1.386.44 ± 0.476.20 ± 1.38*C. tamentosa*9.04 ± 0.666.12 ± 0.592.29 ± 0.003.63 ± 0.001.51 ± 0.561.36 ± 0.141.51 ± 0.000.54 ± 0.400.02 ± 0.35*D. mannii***27.99 ± 0.2228.00 ± 0.5725.37 ± 0.7011.42 ± 0.0013.94 ± 0.0012.50 ± 0.7711.30 ± 0.9811.44 ± 0.647.92 ± 0.67***F. natalensis*11.54 ± 0.3611.28 ± 0.519.39 ± 0.099.91 ± 0.000.47 ± 0.000.05 ± 0.071.84 ± 0.110.84 ± 0.000.63 ± 0.55*H. arbroscences*16.11 ± 0.6211.95 ± 0.616.86 ± 0.6714.92 ± 0.5112.83 ± 0.005.20 ± 0.8913.28 ± 0.4311.54 ± 0.723.41 ± 0.29*H. caffrum*16.29 ± 0.909.53 ± 0.001.76 ± 0.139.96 ± 0.257.15 ± 0.004.49 ± 0.002.63 ± 0.001.33 ± 0.870.43 ± 0.57*K. wilmsii*7.34 ± 0.155.63 ± 0.732.21 ± 0.594.06 ± 0.315.36 ± 0.221.40 ± 0.201.68 ± 0.620.36 ± 0.520.18 ± 0.26*M. aethopicum*11.28 ± 0.0310.76 ± 0.033.71 ± 0.740.24 ± 0.222.18 ± 0.182.35 ± 0.173.77 ± 0.003.80 ± 0.002.84 ± 3.90*M. grandis*14.58 ± 0.4911.05 ± 0.0012.48 ± 0.865.05 ± 0.646.10 ± 0676.70 ± 0.865.84 ± 0.006.02 ± 1.384.94 ± 0.38*M. obstufolia*20.40 ± 0.5021.40 ± 0.2326.92 ± 0.0218.05 ± 0.8510.66 ± 0.8510.06 ± 0.546.51 ± 0.003.73 ± 0.002.68 ± 0.00*M. undata*10.35 ± 0.1011.43 ± 0.372.21 ± 0.097.04 ± 0.006.61 ± 0.092.07 ± 0.192.63 ± 0.351.83 ± 0.351.39 ± 0.40*R. communis*3.65 ± 0.423.50 ± 0.280.33 ± 0.853.54 ± 0.293.15 ± 0.591.11 ± 0.014.19 ± 0.001.33 ± 0.051.25 ± 0.89*S. aculeastrum*15.36 ± 0.7110.46 ± 0.165.27 ± 0.456.79 ± 0.826.59 ± 0.081.76 ± 0.085.24 ± 0.004.78 ± 0.001.07 ± 0.81*S. africana***31.04 ± 0.0224.88 ± 0.5025.82 ± 0.2318.05 ± 0.8510.66 ± 0.8510.06 ± 0.546.51 ± 0.003.73 ± 0.002.68 ± 0.00***S. mitis*24.69 ± 0.2621.41 ± 0.0019.46 ± 0.3814.88 ± 1.312.47 ± 0.821.00 ± 0.642.07 ± 0.291.89 ± 0.560.75 ± 0.50*W. salutaris***28.59 ± 0.2720.28 ± 0.3213.37 ± 0.8435.75 ± 0.2922.62 ± 0.6916.49 ± 0.0014.73 ± 0.743.69 ± 0.620.24 ± 0.00***X. kraussiana*7.34 ± 0.325.63 ± 0.072.21 ± 0.1210.07 ± 0.256.91 ± 0.117.44 ± 0.279.16 ± 0.138.76 ± 0.346.17 ± 2.57*Z. capense*8.00 ± 0.386.51 ± 0.970.51 ± 0.517.01 ± 0.626.01 ± 0.931.50 ± 0.824.40 ± 0.002.50 ± 0.520.85 ± 0.34**Amphoteracin B61.94 ± 0.3157.67 ± 0.0252.30 ± 0.4754.94 ± 0.7353.12 ± 0.1551.10 ± 0.6942.67 ± 0.6242.66 ± 0.3143.33 ± 0.84**[^7][^8]

The extracts of *B. salicina*, *D. mannii*, *S. africana*, and *W. Salutaris* slightly inhibited the growth of *A. ochraceous* with percentage values 26.33, 27.99, 31.04 and 28.59 respectively. Mycelial growth inhibition results show that *F. verticilloides* is more sensitive to plants extracts with hyphal inhibition percentages ranging between the highs of 37.29%--47.17% compared to both *Aspergillus flavus* (29.73--38.15%) and *Aspergillus ochraceous* (26.33--31.04%). Similar findings were previously reported, where mycotoxigenic members of *Fusarium spp.* were found to be more sensitive to crude acetone plant extracts than mycotoxigenic members of *Aspergillus spp.* ([@bib49]).

Free radical-scavenging activity of DPPH and ABTS results are summarised in ([Table 7](#tbl7){ref-type="table"}), presented as inhibitory concentration leading to 50% reduction of free radicals (IC~50~). The results of the tested plant extracts ranged from the lowest IC~50~ values of 0.03 and 0.01 mg/ml and the highest IC~50~ values of 0.87 and 0.33 mg/ml against free radicals of DPPH and ABTS respectively. The extracts of *A. oppositifolia*, *A. affra*, *C. caffrum*, *R. communis* and *S. aculeastrum* had good antioxidant activities against ABTS with IC~50~ values of 0.01 mg/ml, while *B. salicina*, *C. caffrum*, *C. dendata*, *F. natalensis* and *H. caffrum* showed potent antioxidant activity against free radicals of DPPH.Table 7The 2,2-Diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl and 2,2'-azinobis (3-ethylbenzthiazoline-6-suphonic acid) radical scavenging activity assay results.Table 7Plant speciesDPPHABTS*Acokanthera oppositifolia*0.64 ± 0.54**0.01 ± 0.00***Apodytes dimidiata*0.23 ± 0.07**0.03 ± 0.00***Artemesia affra*0.30 ± 0.12**0.01 ± 0.00***Bauhinia galpini*0.43 ± 0.02**0.05 ± 0.03***Brachylaena discolor*0.17 ± 0.06**0.03 ± 0.01***Breonadia salicina***0.07 ± 0.02**0.33 ± 0.24*Capparis tamentosa*0.39 ± 0.160.08 ± 0.02*Combretum caffrum***0.07 ± 0.010.01 ± 0.00***Curtisia dentata***0.03 ± 0.010.03 ± 0.09***Dracaena mannii*0.16 ± 0.02**0.03 ± 0.00***Ficus natelensis***0.06 ± 0.030.05 ± 0.03***Harpephyllum caffrum***0.06 ± 0.040.04 ± 0.01***Heteromorpha arborescens*0.65 ± 0.450.10 ± 0.00*Kirkia wilmsii*0.13 ± 0.01**0.04 ± 0.01***Markhamia obtusifolia*0.20 ± 0.00**0.02 ± 0.01***Maytenus undata*0.35 ± 0.02**0.05 ± 0.00***Millettia grandis*0.87 ± 0.050.06 ± 0.04*Mystroxylon aethiopicum*0.16 ± 0.05**0.02 ± 0.01***Ricinus communis*0.35 ± 0.09**0.01 ± 0.00***Solanum aculeastrum*0.17 ± 0.08**0.01 ± 0.00***Spirostachys africana*0.23 ± 0.120.10 ± 0.03*Strychnos mitis*0.46 ± 0.01**0.05 ± 0.00***Warburgia salutaris*0.38 ± 0.090.06 ± 0.00*Xylotheca kraussiana*0.15 ± 0.01**0.03 ± 0.00***Zanthoxylum capense*0.53 ± 0.350.10 ± 0.01**L-Ascorbic acid0.001 ± 0.000.003 ± 0.00**[^9][^10]

Medicinal plants extracts from some species which includes *B. salicina*, *C. dendata*, *C. caffrum*, *R. communis*, *S. aculeastrum* exhibited reasonable antifungal and antioxidant activity. [@bib39] found the relationship between the antifungal and antioxidant activities of isolated essential oils of *Curcuma longa* and *Zingiber officinale* which also inhibited the secretion of aflatoxin from *Aspergillus flavus*. The findings in this study also proved [@bib51] hypothesis stating that the inhibition of mycotoxins by mycotoxigenic fungi is attributed to reduced fungal growth and inhibition of key enzymes during mycotoxin production.

Studies show that phytocompounds with antioxidant activity may be used as food preservatives and prevent lipid oxidation which ultimately leads to food spoilage ([@bib39]). A lower IC~50~ value indicates higher antioxidant activity and better protection against oxidation. Antioxidant capacity is widely used as parameter to measure bioactive and functional constituents in food commodities ([@bib48]).

This suggests that the extracts contain phyto-compounds with some antioxidant activity capable of scavenging imbalanced reactive oxygen species (ROS), which are considered major cause of many diseases such as cancer, cardiovascular diseases, neurodegenerative diseases, hypertension and AIDS. The antioxidant compounds can also be used to prevent lipid peroxidation in food commodities ([@bib3]; [@bib35]). Lipid peroxidation is a complex aerobic cellular process where oxygen interacts with polyunsaturated fatty acids resulting in reduction of food shelf life ([@bib39]). Plant based extracts are reported to contain phytochemicals such as phenolic compounds that may be for responsible for antioxidant activity ([@bib33]). Extracts of *A. oppositifolia*, *A. affra*, *C. caffrum*, *R. communis* and *S. aculeastrum* had good antioxidant activities against ABTS with IC~50~ values of 0.01 mg/ml, While *B. saligna*, *C. caffrum*, *C. dendata*, *F. natalensis*, *H. caffrum* showed potent antioxidant activity against free radicals of DPPH.

Earlier, the antioxidant activity of methanol extracts from *C. dentata*, 1:1 methanol: dichloromethane extracts from *Solanum aculeastrum*, *Bauhinia galpinii*, *Ricinus communis* and *Waburgia salutaris* against DPPH have been reported ([@bib11]; [@bib31]). It is not easy to compare these results due to differences in terms of solvents used, collection site, geographical areas and collection times. However, these plants extracts are promising inhibitors of free radicals that may well be used to curb oxidation in various agricultural products.

GC-MS analysis of most active antifungal and potentially active medicinal plants is reported in Tables [8](#tbl8){ref-type="table"} and [9](#tbl9){ref-type="table"}. *Curtisia dentata* revealed the presence of triterpenoinds such as β-amyrin (53.30%), α-amyrin (6.42%), β-sitosterol (2.47%) and vitamin E (4.99%), while *Markhamia obtusifolia* yielded the presence of neophytadiene (4.38%), palmitic acid (3.61%) and 4-(1E)-3-Hydroxy-1-propenyl)-2-methoxyphenol (2.04%). Triterpenes are well known to possess potential antifungal activity against both human and crop infecting fungal strains ([@bib21]; [@bib18]; [@bib15]).Table 8Phytochemical profiling of acetone extract of *Curtisia dentata* using GC-MS.Table 8No.RTCompound nameClassificationPeak area (%)16.791,2,3-BenzenetriolBenzenetriol0.5028.091,6-Anhydro-.beta.-D-glucopyranose (Levoglucosan)Carbohydrate1.8638.25MyristicinPhenylpropene0.1949.024-PropylpyrocatecholBenzene derivative1.08510.81Myristic acid (Tetradecanoic acid)Fatty acid0.36611.85NeophytadieneTerpernoid1.34711.936,10,14-Trimethyl-2-pentadecanoneEssential oil0.35812.46PhytolDiterpene0.38913.63Hexadecanoic acid (Palmitic acid)Fatty acid1.601016.412-sec-ButylcyclopentanoneHydrocarbon0.321119.674,8,12,16-Tetramethylheptadecan-4-olideDiterpene0.591225.561-DocoseneAlkene1.291327.39PentacosaneAkane0.861428.20β-Tocopherol (Vitamin E isomer)Vitamin0.341528.32γ-Tocopherol (Vitamin E)Vitamin1.631628.464-Methylcholesta-8,14,24-trien-3-olCholestrol1.071728.60β-Sitosterol acetateTriterpenoid1.421828.671-EicosanolArachidyl acohol0.55**1928.83Vitamin EVitamin4.99**2029.631,30-TriacontanediolFatty alcohol0.642129.75Stigmastan-4-one, 3-methoxy-, (3.beta.,24S)-Triterpenoid0.592229.947-Oxocholestan-3-yl acetateAcetate derivative0.2923**30.25**γ**-SitosterolTriterpenoid2.47**2430.40Ursa-9(11),12-dien-3-olTriterpenoid0.90**2530.66α-AmyrinTriterpenoid6.42**2630.791,2-dihydroxybenzene (catechol)benzenediol1.07**2731.15β-AmyrinTriterpenoid53.30**3832.23BetulinTriterpenoid0.733132.64Hopenone bLipid0.603232.882-AzafluoranthenePolycyclic nitrogen fraction0.3333**33.0824-Methyl-9,19-cyclolanost-25-en-3-olHydroxy steroid2.56**[^11]Table 9Phytochemical profiling of acetone extract of *Markhamia obtusifolia*.Table 9No.RTCompound nameType of compoundPeak area (%)17.432,1,3-Benzothiadiazole (Piazthiole)Benzene derivative1.0527.57n-TridecaneAlkane0.8038.052,4-di-tert-butylphenolPhenol1.13**410.674-((1E)-3-Hydroxy-1-propenyl)-2-methoxyphenol (Coniferol)Phenylpropanoid2.04**510.83Myristic acidFatty acid0.85611.17LoliolideLactone0.48**711.86Neophytadienesesquiterpenoids4.38**811.946,10,14-Trimethyl-2-pentadecanoneSesquiterpenoids0.83913.054-EthylcyclohexanoneSaturated hydrocarbon0.49**1013.68Palmitic acidFatty acid3.61**1114.131-(1-Hydroxybutyl)-2,5-dimethoxybenzenePhenethylamine0.751215.79γ-DecalactoneLactone/aroma compound0.231315.862,2\'-methylenebis-cyclopentanone,Methane derivative0.361415.93PhytolDiterpene0.241516.36Oleic acidFatty acid0.231616.424,4,6-Trimethyl-2-cyclohexen-1-olTerpene0.711716.74Stearic acidFatty acid0.401817.126-Formyl-3-methyl-2-oxo-4-hexenoic acidFatty acid0.181918.27HahnfettN/A0.482019.684,8,12,16-Tetramethylheptadecan-4-olideDiterpene0.342119.87OleoamideFatty acid amide0.272224.823-phenyl-Benzo\[f\]\[1,7\]naphthyridin-5(6H)-oneAlkaloid0.242325.40exo-7-methylbicyclo\[4.1.0\]hept-2-ene-endo-7-Cyclopentone0.162425.551-NonadeceneAlkene0.472525.60HeneicosaneAlkane0.132726.64PELTGERINN/A0.492826.93Dimethyl 4,6-dioxo-5,6-dihydro-4H-pyrido\[3,2,1-jk\]carbazole-5-spirocyclohexane-1,3-dicarboxylateEther derivative0.522927.01Endomethylamino-2-endobornanol-3Amino acid derivative0.243127.39DocosaneAlkane1.203227.902,6,8-trimethyl-Pyrido\[3,4-d\]pyrimidin-4(3H)-onePyrimidine derivative0.933328.02N-methyl-N-\[2-chloro-3-(1,2-epoxy-4-acetoxy-5-methylcyclohex-6-ON-YL)prop-2-enyl\]-N-\[4,4-dimethoxybutanoic acid\]amideN/A1.493528.21β-TocopherolVitamin1.38

Some of the detected compounds from *Curtisia dendata* extracts are reported to possess potential antimicrobial activities. For instance, α-amyrin and β-sitosterol are well known for their antifungal activity against *Aspergillus flavus* and *Aspergillus niger* ([@bib46]). In addition, β-amyrin and its derivatives exhibited potential antifungal activity against various Candida species through the inhibition of adhesion of the fungus to the cell ([@bib17]). Furthermore, such triterpenes may well possess anticancer, anti-inflammatory, anti-oxidative and anti-viral activities ([@bib6]). Earlier in our studies, β-sitosterol and betulinic acid from methanol extract of the leaves of *C. dentata* were reported to possess potent anti-mycobacterial activity and no cytotoxicity to both HepG2 and HEK293 cell lines ([@bib30]; [@bib11]). Furthermore, betulinic acid and lupeol yielded a potent anti-parasitic effect ([@bib36]). The antifungal activity of *Curtisia dendata* as reported in the current paper may well be attributed to the triterpenes as identified abundantly in the GC-MS chemical spectra. The mode of action of the compounds may be through mycelial growth inhibition. However, other studies suggested that the compounds may act through cell membrane damage, compromising the integrity and permeability of fungal cells ([@bib14]; [@bib20]) and possible leakage of cations from the cytoplasm ([@bib54]).

The acetone extract from *Markhamia obtustifolia* leaves revealed the presence of ursolic acid \[3β-hydroxyurs-12-en-28-oic acid\], pomolic acid \[3β,19α-dihydroxy-urs-12-en-28-oic acid\], 2-epi-tormentic acid \[2β,3β,19α-trihydroxy-urs-12-en-28-oic acid ([@bib9]; [@bib34]). Contrarily, the plant species in the current study revealed the presence of palmitic acid and neophytadiene as major constituents of the plant species. The bioactivity of the plant species may well be attributed to the two compounds individually or synergistically. Palmitic acid and neophytadiene from other plant species has been reported to be effective against *Aspergillus* species ([@bib2]; [@bib12]). Furthermore, these compounds possesses potential antimicrobial and anti-inflammatory activity ([@bib16]).

Although the selected medicinal plants exhibited a noteworthy antifungal and antioxidant activity, the cytotoxicity studies of these plants is of paramount importance and still needs to be explored. According to [@bib55], the organic compounds may have a devastating effect on human and animal health. These may include the deterioration of functionality on essential organs that may include heart, liver, lungs and the entire central nervous system ([@bib44]). It is important to note that African Traditional Medicine use mostly water as a solvent for extracting the active compounds responsible for management of relevant infections.

4. Conclusions {#sec4}
==============

The results obtained in this study suggests that plant extracts and phyto-compounds have the potential for the development of alternative bio-fungicides and may be used as substitutes for synthetic fungicides. Given the fungicidal, fungi-toxic and antioxidant activity of the investigated plants, the plant selected medicinal plants species may have potential to be used as possible leads for the development of bio-fungicides that can also prevent oxidation related to food spoilage. However, toxicity-profiling studies of the active plants species still needs to be explored. Furthermore, *in vivo* studies, using crops as study model, are also necessary and still needs to be explored.
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[^1]: Bold value indicates noteworthy activity.

[^2]: Bold value indicates noteworthy activity.

[^3]: Bold value indicates noteworthy activity.

[^4]: Data represents average radial mycelia growth inhibition± standard deviation, n = 3.

[^5]: Bold value indicates noteworthy activity.

[^6]: Data represents average radial mycelia growth inhibition± standard deviation, n = 3.

[^7]: Bold value indicates noteworthy activity.

[^8]: Data represents average radial mycelia growth inhibition± standard deviation, n = 3.

[^9]: Bold value indicates noteworthy activity.

[^10]: Data presented as IC~50~ in mg/ml ±standard error, n = 3.
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